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Abstract: Passive wireless sensor network (PWSN) requires high positioning for network man-
agement. The harvested energy of the passive sensor is modulated as the ranging data and the
position is derived accordingly. Thus, the wireless power transfer (WPT) is a dominant factor for
such localization. With the help of intelligent reconfigurable surface (IRS), the WPT efficiency can
be significantly improved. In this paper, we propose the Fisher information matrix (FIM) and the
Cramér-Rao lower bound (CRLB) analyzing model of the PWSN localization. We prove the impacts
of phase modulation of IRS on the localization performance. Based on our analysis, we develop an
approximation algorithm and a genetic algorithm to control the IRS phases. Then, the localization
accuracy of PWSN can be further improved. The simulation results demonstrate that the phase
modulation based on GA can achieve high accurate localization for PWSN using IRS.

Keywords: wireless power transfer; localization; intelligent reconfigurable surface; passive sensor;
Fisher information matrix

1. Introduction

In passive wireless sensor network (PWSN), the sensor nodes are equipped with
no batteries and just harvest energy from the environment, e.g., radio-frequency energy
harvesting. Thus, the lifetime of the PSN is quite long and it is also energy efficient [1].
In recent years, PWSN has gained great attention in both academic and industry fields.
Meanwhile, PWSN is also known as one of the directions of IoT development and its sensor
distribution; beamforming and network optimization have been extensively researched.

Meanwhile, location information is an important aspect for IoT system management [2].
As a typical form of IoT system, PWSN also require high accurate positioning for all the
passive sensor nodes. If these nodes are randomly deployed in the places where the
GPS signals are seriously blocked, they will be lost. To improve the localization perfor-
mance, ranging information (which is low cost) can be used for distance measures among
nodes [3,4]. Such measurements apply the wireless signals as the key information to ex-
change between two different nodes in order to measure the distance. The main ranging
measurements with wireless technology are received signal strength (RSS), time-of-arrival
(TOA) and time-of-flight (TOF) [4].

Since the PWSN employs harvested energy to generate the ranging signal, researchers
mainly focus on how to use wireless energy transfer (WET) to determine the location of
each network node [5]. Chen Guihai et al. proposed a region division method to localize
each target node for PWSN [6]. Such method is to localize according to the response
feedback of each sensor node by adjusting the field angle. Rushi Vyas et al. [7] designed
a hybrid circuit based on ambient solar energy and radio frequency power, proposed
the corresponding communication method and localization mechanism, and applied it to
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long-distance localization in PWSN. Ahmad El Assaf et al. [8] proposed a non-ranging
localization algorithm for PWSN with energy harvesting. In this method, other nodes
in the network derive the expected hop progress from the received signal to accurately
localize the target node. In our previous work, we focused on the beamforming strategies
for localization performance [9].

Recently, the development of intelligent reflected surface (IRS) and related applications
is the key to future 6G technology breakthroughs [10]. IRS can improve the energy efficiency
of wireless communication systems while reducing hardware costs [11]. The real-time
changes in each passive reflective unit lead to changes in the amplitude and phase of
the spatial channel. Then, IRS can dynamically adjust the reflectivity based on phase
modulation using an intelligent controller, which further improves channel quality of
signal and energy transmission [12]. Therefore, IRS is promising for WET optimization. In
this case, with the help of IRS and WET, the nodes in PWSN can receive continuous and
high efficiency power supply. In [13], Mohjazi et al. provides the WPT battery charging
time model with the help of IRS. Tran et al. propose a two-phase beam scanning optimal
WPT strategy to control a multiple antenna transmitter and IRS [14]. Li et al. considered
using the WPT to active IRS and develop a typical architecture [15]. Tran et al. calculate
the received power levels of the nodes and proposed a weighted phase pattern of the IRS
element array method [16]. Yang et al. study the IRS aided multi-input-multi-output
(MIMO) WPT system model, and proposed the semi-definite relaxation (SDR) and the
successive convex approximation (SCA) methods for analog hybrid beamforming [17].

In this paper, we investigate the impact of IRS phase modulation for PWSN localiza-
tion. We employ the Fisher information matrix (FIM) as the analyzing tool and the related
squared position error bound (SPEB) as the localization performance metric [18,19]. To our
best knowledge, this work is the first theoretical analysis to employ the IRS for localization
improvement of PWSN compared with other works. The major contributions are summa-
rized as follows: First, we derive the FIM of PWSN with IRS for single target localization.
The extended versions of FIM for multiple localization and cooperative localization are
attained based on the FIM for single target localization. According to the FIM analysis,
the IRS phase modulation clearly presents that the phase modulation effectively improved
the WET efficiency and further improved the localization accuracy. Second, in order to
control the phase of IRS and achieve the optimal localization accuracy, we propose an
approximation algorithm (AP) and a genetic algorithm (GA) for phase modulation. The AP
algorithm employs the continuous convex optimization solution as the basic solution, and
apply the approximated discrete phase value to approach such continuous solutions. Since
the phase modulation for localization optimization is an integer programming problem,
which is non-convex and complicated to solve, the GA is an efficient solution. Third, the
proposed algorithms are evaluated via extensive simulations. The results demonstrate
that the phase modulation based on GA and AP can improve the localization accuracy in
both the line-of-sight (LoS) case, and the non-line-of-sight (NLoS) environment effectively.
In addition, GA outperforms AP in phase control and localization accuracy and energy
efficiency performance.

2. System Model
2.1. Passive Sensor Network with IRS

The PWSN contains several parts, which are an energy-access point (E-AP), IRS and
several passive battery-less sensor nodes, as illustrated in Figure 1. The E-AP is an energy
transmitter with single antenna, which broadcasts wireless power to all nodes. The nodes
harvest such energy to power themselves up, then they start to transmit data using such
energy. An IRS is deployed to reflect the wireless energy waves. The reflective coefficient
and direction are controlled by units of the IRS, which are called phase modulation. Then,
the IRS generates a wireless energy beam to the dedicated sensor nodes.

Here, we define Ng = {1,2,-- -, Nr} as the set of IRS reflective units. Then, the num-
ber of IRS units is Ng. We employ the diagonal matrix to indicate the reflection parameter,



Electronics 2023, 12, 202

30f16

Channel Q Phase Channel
Modulation R

O000000000000000)
IRS
Figure 1. PWSN with IRS.

which is R = diag( [Rl, Ry, -« Ry, -+, RNRD for convenient calculation. Each element
Q; = prel¥ represents the reflection parameter of the rth unit, where p is the reflectivity
coefficient and ¢ is the phase shift. Consider a perfection reflection, in which p, = 1; thus,
we can only control ¢ for phase modulation. However, such control is not continuous but
discrete instead due to cost and hardware constraints. In this case, we can only select finite
discrete phase values, defined as » € Nyjase = {0,26,210, - -, (ZB —1)AA0}. Here, we
employ A6 as the phase shift interval and B is the number of bits of IRS. Then, all the phase
shifts comes from Njgs-

For localization purpose, PWSN contains two kinds of nodes, which are anchors and
targets. Nodes with known position information are called anchors. The nodes without
position information are the targets. The set of anchors is Ny = {1,2,---, N4}, while
the set of targets is N7 = {1,2,---,Nr}. Here, we define that the position of the ith
target point is P; = [P¥,P}] T, and the position of the pth anchor is A, = {Aff, Aﬂ " The
distance between target i and target w is dfw = |P; — Py|, where i # w. Similarly, the
distance between target i and anchor p is dfp = |P; — Ap| . The IRS uses phase modulation
to control the energy wave from the E-AP to active the targets and anchors. The anchor
broadcasts a signal to the target when it is powered up. Then, the targets locate themselves
based on the wireless information.

Note that the nodes of PWSN are equipped with small chips and the processing
capacities are quite low. In this case, such nodes can only process simple tasks, e.g., short
modulation, communication and localization algorithm. The processing capacity of E-AP
is much larger than the nodes. Thus, it can gather and maintain the location information
of the nodes, and also controls the Tx power and sends the control information for IRS.
For IRS, the processing resource is limited. According to the relationship among E-AP
and the nodes, IRS can received the command of E-AP and execute such a command for
phase modulation.

2.2. Wireless Propagation Model

The wireless propagation model contains two parts. The first one is the wireless
power transfer from the E-AP to the passive sensor nodes. Part of the wireless waves are
reflected by the IRS. On the node side, the nodes harvest energy from the wireless waves,
including the reflected waves and directly transmitted waves. Here, the E-AP transmit a
single-antenna signal x to the nodes, and the signal propagation is formulated as:

Yn = guX + 0y = (Dy + QuRT)x + v, 1)

where y,, is the received signal of the nth node from the E-AP; g, is the channel information
of the downlink signal from the E-AP to the nth node; and v ~ N (0, 02) is the noise, which
is a zero mean normal distribution with variance 2. As presented in Figure 1, Dy, is the
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directed channel from the E-AP directly to the nth node and Q,RT is the indirected channel
from E-AP to the nodes, where T = [Tl, T, -, TNR] T is the channel matrix from the E-AP
to the IRS; R is the phase modulation control matrix of the IRS; and Q, = {Z’f, Z5,--, ZI’(]R
is the channel matrix from the IRS to the nth node. The overall channel matrix from E-AP
to node 7 containing IRS is formulated as Q,RT.

The second part is the propagation for localization. During this part, anchors start to

transmit signals to the target nodes after harvesting sufficient energy from E-AP. When the
nth anchor transmits signal v, to the ith target, the received signal of the ith target S; is

Si = hpi(dyni)yn + Ny )

where h,,;(d,;;) indicates the channel from the nth anchor to the ith target, d,; is the actual
distance from the nth anchor to the ith target, and n,; ~ N (0, 0’m'2) is the noise, which
follows a normal distribution with zero mean and variance of 2. Considering a float fading
propagation channel, the channel function h,,;(d,,;) is written as:

e Bui RSy
hyi(dyi) = (47rd ) VeEnieT ¢ 3)
ni

where f¢ is the carrying frequency, B,; is the flat fading factor, ¢,; indicates the channel
gain, and c is the light speed.

3. Localization Performance Analysis

The Cramér-Rao lower bound (CRLB), which is called the optimal estimation indicator
for any unbiased estimator, is widely used for the localization performance analysis. It is
the inverse form of the Fisher information matrix (FIM), and the covariance of the unbiased
estimator error should not be lower than the CRLB. For CRLB analysis, we first define the
estimated vector, which is the target location vector 8, and define the observations, which
are the wireless signals. Then, the likelihood function based on 6 and observations are
constructed. The FIM is the partial derivative of the likelihood functions, and the form is
attained according to the chain rule:

I = HMH" = ¢;q;q] )

where H is the observation matrix, which is the partial derivative of the observation
functions, M is a diagonal matrix in which each element is g;, and g; is the range intensity,
which indicates the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) on the receiver end. In addition, Ig can be
also indicated as the sum of the geometric relationship between the target and anchors,
which is called anchor-target geometry. Thus, we employ q; to represent the arrival angle
from the anchor to target. Thus, we use FIM to analyze the localization performance for the
PWSN using IRS.

3.1. FIM for Single Target

According to the above definition of FIM, we first derive the FIM form of the PWSN
for a single target. Then, we extend the formulation to multiple targets and further to the
cooperative localization. For a single target scenario, there is only one target node with
unknown position and all the other passive nodes have known positions. Here, we define
this target vector 8 = Py. Then, we set the observation vector S 4T, which are the received
signal vector from all anchors:

54 =[sfh ,sgAO}T 5)

where p € N4, and S is the target received signal from the ith anchor.
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The likelihood function f(S|0) of the observation vector S, conditioned on 6 is
expressed as:

Na
£(8416) =TT £(s0l6) ©)
)

where f(+) is the probability function for the observation noise. Thus, the covariance of 0
should satisfy the following inequality:

Eo{ (6-6)(8-0)"} > 1, )

where Ij is the Fisher information matrix (FIM) of 6, and I ! js defined as the CLRB. The
FIM Iy is expressed as

o =Es,,.0{ [VoIn £(S416)][VoIn f(S4l6)]" }

8)
s, 0{[VoV(S4,0)][VoV(S4,0)]" }

where Vg is the partial derivative of 8, and V(S4,0) = In f(S 4|0) is the score function. We
set the partial derivative of the score function V 4(S 4, 8) with respect to the position Py
as ¢64:

A_ 9Va(S4,0) _ dInf(Sal6) _ 4 alnf<sAv0 |P0)

= 9
o P 9Py = P ©)

dln f(S4|P
According to the chain rule, for each %, p € N4, we have:

dln f(s;}O|Pp0) _dlnf (SAPO IPo) dd o
dPg - ade dPy

@ahw(dw’) A (10)
owo? Oy PO

Mo Byo 27 fp0
=yp Pz (_P_ p hpOlP;;qo

010 dp() c

=Yp

od . T, N : o
where ¢, = W”{f = {cos 4)?0, sin 4’;;40} is the direction vector and 4)2740 is the receiving angle

of the pth anchor connected to the target. Then, we have:
T
I :Ee{fl’f1 ¢ }

Ny alnf(sgouvo) amf(s;;‘olPi) T

= 9P, 9P, (11)

p=1

o H A AT
=) (8p%) " (&%) Tpotr0 0
p=1

here I'n — Bro 2 27 f€ 2 L(’th’o d NO indi h level of noi
where I')p = ( dp()) + ( c ) NG, and Ny, in icates the power level of noise 1.
For a single target scenario, the FIM consists of the SNR and the anchor-target geometry
is indicated in (27). Note that (g,x) H (§pX)T o represents the signal propagation from the
anchor to the target and the harvest power attained from E-AP via the combined channel
of free space and the modulated reflected channel by IRS. Note that the FIM indicates
the impacts of power level of the signal noise on the node sides, which results from the
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variance of the noise. Such formulation is also applicable for other noise distributions due
to the variance calculation nature of FIM.

3.2. Multiple Target

The multi-target localization is the extension of the single target scenario. Thus, we
employ the form of I4 to attain the FIM of the multi-target. Considering the multiple
targets, we have Nt targets and N4 anchors. Then, we define:

T
0= [P R, Py, (12)

where P; indicates the ith target. Then, we set the observation vector S4 to indicate the
received signals of the targets. Accordingly, the FIM is extended from the single target
scenario, which is:

A A A
Iy I - Ly,
A A A
Dy I - Iy,
Ih=1 | . ) (13)
A A A
N I o Ingwy

where we set If’?c to be the ith row and kth column submatrix in I4. The matrix Il‘.?c is

denoted as: .
Iy IEG{GI’IA Pr }

B {alnf<sA|e>alnf<sA|e>T} (14)
e oP;

P,

Note that when i # k, S 4 is independent of the kth node position. Therefore, If,‘( =0,i #k.
When i = k, I4 is formulated as:

1 =Eo{ gl 9t |
{alnf(SA|6) alnf(SAlf’)T}
=FEq

JP; JP; (15)

Ny 9lnf(Su |P;) ] [Na N
eyl | ¥ AP [2 alnf(SA,i|Pl)]
| JP; o oP;
Then, the FIM 14 is simplified as:
I
13,
Iy = | (16)
IﬁTNT

Thus, I4 of the multi-target localization is a diagonal matrix, in which each element is
the FIM for single target localization.

3.3. Cooperative Localization

When the number of anchors are not enough for high-precision multiple target lo-
calization, the targets may transmit the wireless signals to each other. Then, they locate
themselves based on the ranging information from other targets and anchors, which is
called cooperative localization. In this case, the overall FIM should contain the form
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between the targets. First, we re-construct the observation vector, which includes the
observations of the anchors and also the observations among the targets:

S — [SAT,SCT]T (17)

where S 4 is the received signal vector of all targets from the anchors, S¢ is the vector of
signals received by all targets from other targets. The vectors S 4 and S¢ are expressed as

T
_ |ca A A A A
SA—{Sw'“rSNA1/"':Spi/"'fslNTf“"SNANT} as)
T
— |¢C C C C C
Sc = [521, s SR 8GN ,s(NTil)NT}

where p € Ny, w € N7, and i € N7. Signal 57, is the ith target received signal from the

pth anchor. Signal SZ. is the wth target received signal from the ith target. Since the ith
target does not propagate signals to itself, we define S2. = 0, w = i.

The likelihood function f(S|0) of the observation vector S conditioned on 6 is ex-
pressed as:
Ny [ N4 N
seso) = T[T (st0) T r(ssio)| 09
i=1|p=1 w=1
where we define f(S$.[0) =1, w =i.

The FIM Iy is expressed as

Io = Eso{[Volnf(S]0)][Volnf(S]0)]" |

(20)
= Eso{[VoV(s,6)][VoV(s,0)]}
,0) = Inf(S|0) is the score function.

where Vj is the partial derivative of 8 and V(S,6
,0) can be expressed as

According to Equation (19), the score function V(g
V(S,0) =Inf(S|0)
~Inf(s"|6) +1nf(sCo) (21)
=V4(S,0) +Vc(S,0)
where V4 (S, 0) = £(S%|0) is the score function of the received signals from anchors and
Vc(S,8) = £(S©|0) is the score function of the received signals from targets. We set the

partial derivative of the score function V 4 (S, 8) with respect to the position P; as ¢ZA, where
i € N7. We have

AlPp;
4 _ Va(S,0) _9lnf(s46) % 31nf(5pile) -
i oP; oP; = oP;

. . aInf (S IP;)
According to the chain rule, for each 371,?, p € N4, we have:

dlnf(SAP) alnf(SAIP) ad,,
aPi - adpi aPi

—y, Mpi ONpi (dpi)qui (23)
Um'z adpi p

N,: :B . 27i fC
=Yp . (‘ﬂ -2 >hpifl’2i
pl

0',,,‘2 C
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od,; . T, N . .
where qo‘;‘i = alfi L = {cos 4’;;4:" sin 4’2} is the direction vector and 4)2 is the receiving angle
of the pth anchor connected to the ith target. According to Equation (20), we can obtain the
target node that receives the FIM 14 from the anchor.

A A A
I I - Iy
A A A
Ly Iy - Ly
Ia=1] . . . . (24)
A A A
N I o Iy

where we set IZ.Ak to be the ith row and kth column submatrix in I4. The matrix Il‘.‘}( is
denoted as: .

A A A

Ly :E9{¢i o }

g [2Inf(s0) ainf(stle) " (25)
-0 oP; P,

Note that when i # k, S is independent of the position of the kth node. Therefore, Il‘.‘}( =0.
When i = k, S4 received by the ith target from the anchors is related to the ith target
position, and Ifi‘ is formulated as:

I ZEe{fPf“‘PlAT}
{alnf(SAB) alnf(SAB)T}
=E,

aP; ap;

{ [2 alnf(sz-m)] b amﬂsmr}

= JP; = P,

(26)

Since the received signals S# are independent of each other and E{V 4(S,0)} = 0,
Equation (26) is expressed as:

I :E9{¢ZA¢ZAT}

Ny ol (SAIP;) atn f(SAIP;) T

=Fo P, P, (27)

p=1

Na H A AT
=) (&%) (gpx)rpi(ppi(Ppi
p=1

h . lspi 2 271'f§1- 2 hpithi d 0 d 1 1 f .
where I'; = (dTu) + - N an Npi indicates the power level of noise 7,;.
Therefore, FIM 14 is shown as:
A
I
13,

I4= _ (28)

A
INTNT
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Similarly, we assume that the partial derivative of the score function V(S, 8) with
respect to position P; is ¢Z.C, where i € . Then, we have:

c :BVC(S, 0)
: JP;
_9ln £(S¢|0)
oP; (29)
Nr alnf(S;i-IPi) N1 9In f(S$|P;)
= ap, | 9P
q#i ! k#i !
oln f(SC|P; Cp.
where for any angP?,\ ) and Olnf a(lff"‘P‘) , we obtain it using the chain rule:
alnf(st(a:i‘l’i) _ ., Mai dgi(dyi)
aP,' - q? adq,' L]l
_ o M (B 2mif°Y, C
=Y i ( dgi c )hqlq)qi (30)
Anf(SGIP)  _ ny ohy(dy) ¢
op; =Yig 2 od, Pik
i ik _ 27jfe
= Vi h (*%’k‘ -~z )hik¢§<

ad,i . T, — . .
where ¢ G = alfl_’ = |:COS 4){%, sin gchi} is the direction vector and 47in is the receiving angle
of the gth target connected to the ith target. According to the spatial geometric relationship
of the reception angle between nodes, ‘P;:i = 4757 + 7t. Thus, the relationship between the

direction vector (pgi and qog7 is expressed as

(pgl- = [COS ([)‘%, sin ([)ﬂ !
= [cos (4)57 + 7r),sir1(<,bff7 + n)} !
= [— cos cpl%, —sin 4’1%] !

_ C
__q’iq

(31)

According to Equation (20), we attain the FIM I¢ of the mutual transmission signals
among the targets:

C C C

I L, - IlNT
C C C

I I - I2NT

Ie=1| . . ) (32)

C C C

INTl INTZ INT Nr

where Igu is a block matrix in I¢. In addition, IiC is formulated as:

w
ISU :]Ee{‘pic ZCUT}

{alnf(sc|6)alnf(SC|B)T} (33)
=Eo oP;

an
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When i # w, the received signals S¢ are independent of each other and E{V((S,8)} =

C .
0, I;;, is expressed as:

15, =Eo{ 9 S |

T
5 % alnf(sg;m) N % dln f(S$|P;) % alnf(sgwll’w) N E dIn £ (S, |Py)
—1Le
q#i aPi k#i aPi q#w Py k#w Py
T 34
o [ImF(SEIR) AInf(SEIPL) " aln f(SE,IP) 9ln (S, P) G4
0 oP; Py, oP; Py,

T T
=(gw)" (g V) TuigGigly + ()" ()Tl
T
— [(80)" (8w ) T + (8)" ()T | 95,905,
Since the Tx power of the target nodes are different, I';;; # I';;,. Meanwhile, when

i = w, the received signal of the ith target is correlated with the position of both ith targets.
Therefore, Iicz' is formulated:

1§ =Eo{gfof" }

T

" %amf(SL%IPi)Jr%alnf(ngPi) Ealnf(sgilPi)+%alnf(sg€|1>,.)
—1&e

& op & o & op & o

T
5 % 31nf(55i|Pi) alnf(Sin\Pz) +%T:[alnf(s ;) 91n £(SS|P) } 35)
=Le
= oP; oP; . oP; aP;
T

72 8113‘ glix ql(quqjqz +Z(gl )rlk(PS((ch

4Fi
_ ANH (0T 1oCrsC.T

Z{ gﬂx gﬂx + (8ix) (glx)rlq](pqi(Pqi

47

Thus, the FIM of the cooperative localization contains the FIM for multi-target localiza-
tion and the FIM among target cooperative localization. As observed above, the cooperative
localization among targets may not always benefit the the localization performance since
the localization error may propagate throughout the whole network. However, on the
other hand, more targets contribute more observations for localization. Then, the overall
performance is improved in general.

Note that although CLRB is used for denoting the estimation limits of the localization,
CRLB is still a matrix instead of a quantified metric such as mean squared error (MSE) or

root mean squared error (RMSE). Then, we employ the trace of CLRB i?r{l(;1 }, which is

also called spatial position error bound (SPEB) as the quantification metric of positioning
accuracy. Then, SPEB is expressed as:

B(0) = tr{15" } (36)

where B(0) is the SPEB. Then, the localization optimization problem, which is the phase
modulation problem in this paper, is to achieve the minimum B(#).

4. Phase Modulation

As observed from B(0), the localization accuracy of the PWSN highly relies on the
received power of the nodes, and the received power depends on the wireless signal beam
from the E-AP. The only parameter that can be adapted in the PWSN is the phase shifts
in IRS. Thus, the phase modulation, which controls the phase shifts, is the key strategy to
achieve the optimal localization performance. We can adapt the phase shift vector of the
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RIS reflective unit ¥ = [lpl, Yo, Py, e, U)NR} T, where 1, is an rth reflective unit phase
shift. However, phase modulation is an integer programming problem, which is hard to
solve. Here, we employ two common effective solutions for integer programming as the
phase modulation strategies, which includes the approximation (AP) method and genetic
algorithm (GA). Note that due to the constrained processing capacity of IRS, the proposed
phase modulation strategies are implemented in the E-AP for iterative calculation. Then,
the E-AP sends the final solutions to the IRS as commands, and the IRS executes solutions
to achieve the optimal phase modulation.

4.1. Approximation

The approximation method first derives the optimal solution considering the param-
eters are continuous, and then discrete, to attain the final solution. Since the localization
accuracy highly relies on the received power of the PWSN nodes, AP approaches the
maximum received power and then the optimal localization is attained. Considering that
the Tx power of E-AP is constant x'x = 1, the received power of each node is simplified as
the channel gain:

Njy+Nr Njg+Nr
Z gann = Z [DnHDn + DnHQnRT+
n=1 n=1 (37)

Dy (TRQ,)" + Q,RT(TRQ,,)"]

In this case, the phase modulation matrix of IRS is the only variable that affects the
node’s received power. Here, the amplitude of the channel is negatively correlated with
the distance. Then, |Q,RT| < |Dj,|. Neglecting the Q,RT with minimum amplitude and
D, D,,, which is independent of R, Equation (37) can be expressed as:

Ny+Nr H
Y D,"Q,RT + D,(TRQ,)
n=1

Nao+Nr
-y 2%{DHHQnRT}

n=1

" (39)

Nag+Nr )
-y 2%{DHH Y (e¥T0r) }
n=1 r=1
Ngr ) Na+Nr
- ZZéR{e]lPVTr Y (DnHQf)}
r=1 n=1
When the adapted signals match the channel, in which S {e/¥" } = —%{ T, ZnN;‘;rNT (DnHQ;’) }
in Equation (38), the node received power attains the maximum level, where 3{-} indicates
the imaginary part of a complex value. Such a continuous solution is converted into the

T
nearest discrete approximation ¥* = {lpi‘ PR l[J;‘\]R} as:

S{1 5,4 (D" 0p) }
arctan NI TN H o
. R{To,ATT (D)} )
Py = 5 +5| A8 (39)

where r € Ng. Then, the final solution is attained.

4.2. Genetic Algorithm

Note that AP may not achieve the actual optimal solution since several relaxations
are involved. Genetic algorithm (GA) is an efficient tool for integer programming and it
can achieve optimal results with sufficient searching space and iterations. In addition, the
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formulation of the minimum B(0) is too complicated, while GA is good at solving such
complicated problems.
Here, we employ B(0) as the fitness function and generate initial chromosomes

Ns
{ngl} . for the first generation. Each chromosome T§:1 is one of the phase shift
Q:

combinations of the IRS. Then, we put these chromosomes into B(8) to evaluate the fitness
and choose the best suits. For the real implementations, we choose 20% of the best suit
chromosomes for further reproduction, crossover, and mutation processes. Then, we use
the 20% of chromosomes to reproduce the children. During the reproduction, 60% of phase
shifts are exchanged between chromosomes. Then, we randomly choose 10% of the phase
shifts for mutation, in which the phase shifts are randomly changed to other values. In this
case, we generate the other 80% of new chromosomes for the next iterations. Then, the GA
is executed iteratively, while evaluating the fitness of the new chromosome set. After fixed
iterations, we choose the best fit chromosome as the optimal solution.

5. Simulation

In this section, we set up several simulations to evaluate the performance of coopera-
tive localization performance for PWSN with IRS. The playing area is a square region of
100 x 100 m2. The E-AP, anchors, targets and IRS are deployed. The E-AP is located at the
origin, and the center coordinates of the two IRSs are set to (50, 0) and (50,50). Here, all
nodes are randomly deployed. The background noise is -150 dBm. The single antenna of
E-AP emits 2.4 GHz electromagnetic waves with a Tx power of 30 dBm. The reflectivity
coefficient of IRS is 1 and each unit has uniformly distributed phase shift A8 = 21=Br.

Then, each phase modulation unit has 22 different phase modulations {kAG}iB:I;. The
element spacing of IRS is 57z Considering all the channel information is known, and
we implement the AP and GA to control the IRS, the simulation uses 400 Monte-Carlo runs
in each simulation and averages the SPEB results for comparison. Note that since the single
target and multiple target localization performances are quite similar to the cooperative
localization mode, and the FIM of cooperative localization contains the forms of single and
multiple target localizations, we evaluate the cooperative localization performance.

5.1. IRS Element Evaluation

Firstly, we evaluate the impacts of the IRS units for localization accuracy. The IRS
units determine the harvested energy from E-AP and further influence the localization
accuracy. Since the number of IRS units is adaptable, we evaluate the impacts on the
localization accuracy. The IRS unit number is set from 100 to 1000. First, we formulate
the SPEB optimized by phase modulation and SPEB without IRS in Figure 2. There are 5
anchors and 15 targets. We set a sample size of each algorithm Ng = 50 and the number of
iterations N; = 200 for GA.

We observe that the SPEBs in Figure 2 decrease as the number of IRS units grows.
On one hand, a large number of IRS units mean that more wireless energy waves can be
reflected. With more attained power for each node, the SPEBs are increased accordingly. In
addition, the channel adaptation capability is increased accordingly with more IRS units.
Then, the proposed phase modulation strategies are applied. The SPEB of applying the
AP algorithm is higher than GA but smaller than PWSN without RIS. The GA attains the
smallest SPEB.
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Figure 2. SPEB with different numbers of RIS.

5.2. IRS Phase Value Evaluation

The phase modulation performance also depends on the number of phase shift values
for each unit. If the number of phase shifts are sufficiently large, it is quite possible to
achieve continuous optimal performance. Here, we apply the bit value to indicate the
number of phase shifts, e.g., controlling for phase shifts is 2 bit. Then, we evaluate the
bit impact for localization performance. We adapt the bit value from 1 to 4. The results
are presented in Figure 3. The SPEB of GA is much smaller than AP and the PWSN
without IRS. Meanwhile, when the bit number exceeded 3, the positioning accuracy was
almost stable, which indicates that it is not necessary to control more bits of IRS, since
the SPEBs remain the same and the complexities are increased dramatically. The main
reason is that controlling 2 bits can approaching the optimal value. Controlling more bits
may only lead to fine adaptation of the channel, which is not significant for localization
performance improvement.

3.525 T T
! I I I
3.52 X il
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Bits

Figure 3. SPEB with different bit numbers of IRS.
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5.3. Node Number Evaluation

Then, the number of target nodes are also evaluated. We set the number of IRS units
Nr = 500 and the number of chromosomes for each algorithm to Ng = 50. Then, we set
the number of iterations for GA as N; = 200. The results are depicted in Figure 4.

6.5
& —4—AP
oA
——GA
—=—None-RIS
55
E s
m
L
O 45}
)
al
350
3 | |
5 10 15 20

Number of Targets

Figure 4. SPEB with different number of nodes.

As shown in Figure 4, we observe that the SPEB of PWSN decreases when the number
of targets is increased from 5 to 20. The SPEB of applying GA is much smaller than AP
and the SPEB without IRS. This indicates that the SPEB decreases as the number of target
increase, which means that the number of targets plays a dominant role in cooperative
localization. This is because more targets contribute more observations. Then, the FIM
attains more sub-matrixes for each target, and the SPEB is improved significantly. Note
that such results are similar to the non-cooperative multiple target localizations, in which
more anchors provide more observations to improve the SPEBs. In addition, compared
with Figures 2 and 3, the improvement of Figure 4 is more significant, which indicates that
the localization performance highly relies on the number of observations instead of the
signal power of the nodes.

5.4. NLoS Evaluation

IRS can improve the channel and avoid the NLoS propagation. Here, we compare the
SPEB improvement rate using IRS for PWSN. The SPEB improvement rate is the ratio of the
SPEB using IRS and without IRS. We also compare AP and GA. This simulation contains 5
anchors and 15 targets, and the number of iterations is N; = 200. During the simulation,
there is an obstacle between E-AP and the nodes, but there is no obstacle between E-AP and
IRS, or between IRS and the nodes. Therefore, channel D is NLoS with fading coefficient
BNLos = 1.2, while H is LOS with fading coefficient 1,5 = 1.

The SPEB improvement rates are illustrated in Figure 5. With the same number of
IRS, the SPEB improvement rate is larger in the NLoS case than in the LOS case. Note
that these results do not indicate that more power is obtained in the NLoS case than
in the LoS case, but rather indicates a significant improvement in the NLoS case. The
SPEB improvement rate of the GA algorithm is much larger than AP. In addition, as
presented in Figures 2 and 3, the SPEB absolute improvements are not significant in the
LoS case. However, the results in Figure 5 demonstrate that the phase shifts mainly
improve the NLoS localization performance, which is the main difficult problem for wireless
localization systems.
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5.5. Energy Efficiency Evaluation

Here, we also adapt the Tx power of E-AP and evaluate the impacts on SPEBs. Since the
Tx power determines the harvest energy of each node in PWSN, the localization accuracy
highly relies on such harvested energy. We adapt the power level from 0.8 W to 1.5 W,
and the SPEB changes are depicted in Figure 6. We compare the performance of AP and
GA. The results indicate that with the same Tx power level, GA attains a lower SPEB. On
the other hand, GA is more energy efficiency than AP if the system attempts to achieve a
certain localization accuracy.

4 | | | | | —A—‘ AP

45\\ o—GA |
4t ]

251

0.8 0.9 1 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.5
Tx Power

Figure 6. SPEB with different Tx power level of E-AP.

6. Conclusions

In this paper, we provides the FIM formulation for PWSN with IRS. To attain the
cooperative localization analyzing model, we firstly attain the single target and multiple
target localization models. The FIM clearly indicates the relationship between the phase
modulation and localization accuracy. Thus, we propose AP and GA solutions for optimal
phase modulation. The proposed algorithms are evaluated via extensive simulations. The
results indicate that with IRS, the localization accuracy can be significantly improved,
especially in the NLoS propagations. In addition, the localization performance using GA
is much better than AP. In this state, our work mainly focus on the theoretical analysis
and simulations. In future work, we will implement our proposed strategies on the real
IRS-based PWSN system to evaluate the localization performance.
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